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Horace K. Calvert, Treasurer -
Dklahoma Republican State Committee
3390 Liberty Tower

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102

Dear Mr. Calvert:

o This responds to your letter of November 21, 1975,
which was initially processed as an advisory opinion
recuest and relates £o the reporting procedures mace
applicable to State and county cormmittees by the Federal
Election Campaion 2ct of 1971, as amended.

H The Supreme Court recently held in Buckley v. Valeo,

B ) 44 U.S.L.¥. 4127 (S.C. January 30, 1976), that the Com-

mission as constituted could not be given statutory authority

to issue advisory opinions. Although this part of the Court's

- judament was stayed for 30 days, the Commission has determined
that it will not issue further advisory opinions under 2 U.S.C.

e~ §437f during the stay period. Thus, this letter should be

recarded as an opinion of counsel, rather than an advisory
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I- is =y understaniine that the Cklaloma regsal:iican
Sftate Committee (the State Committee) has established county !
cormittees in most of the 77 counties in Oklahoma. These '
county cornittees solicit contributions in the name of the :
Oklahoma Rerublican Party but not for any specific candidate. i
All contributions are transferred to the State Cormittee, :
which may refund a portion of the monies to the county com- :
rittees accecrding to a pre-determined formula. The State
committee in {ts sole discretion will exmend funds transferred ‘
£rom the county cormittenrs (1) to defray operating cxpenses or :
(2) tec rmake direct contributions to State or Federal candidates.
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with regard to these procedures, you inquire whether
a county committee which receives contributions in excess
of $1,000 in the name of the Oklahoma Republican Party that
are not earmarked for any particular candidate or fund main-
tained by the Party, and which transfers all contributions
to the State Committee, must register with the Commission
as a Federal committee. i ]

Under 2 U.S.C. §433(a), a political committee which
anticipates receiving contributions or making expenditures
during a calendar year in an aggregate amount exceeding -
$1,000 must £file a statement of organization with the Com-
mission and must report under 2 U.S.C.. §434, The terms
*contribution® and "expenditure" include any "transfer of
funds" from one political committee to another political
committee [2 U.S.C. §431(e) (3) and (£)(3)].

wWhere a subordinate of a State party committee is not
a senarate comnitiee for murponses of fundraising, but acts
rierely as an acent of the State Committee for administrative
purpvoses, it is my opinion that (1) the subordinate is not
a "political committee" as defined in 6§431(d), (2) is not =e
requireéd to recister under §433, ané (3) the transfer of fundés
is not a contritution or expenditure within the meaning of
§431(e) and (£f). My opinion in this recard is based upon
the validity of an assumpticn that the county comnittees
function only as receiving acents for the State Committee,
merely cellectine and delivering o the Stzte Cormittee
centributions made on behalf of the Cklahwoma Pepublican Farty,
anéd without discretion to retain some or all of the funds, A

ferther aseu=niien unferlvire -v anindion iz *“at all reonies
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rfederal candidates in arounts ageoregatine more than $1,000 in
2 calandar ve2y, sen 2 UU,0,0, 7422 1/

It is my opinion that in order to assure compliance with
he kct a county corﬂit*ne may not accert any contribution in
e foxm cf =z check vhich is not payal hle in the n:ire of the
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It shoulé be noted as well that any independent expenditures
made hy such a ccrmrmittea in an arount in excess of $100 but
not exceeding $1,000 may ke subject to a reporting require-~
ment under 2 U.S.C. €434(e). See Bucklev, supra, S1l.0p. .at
pp. 72-76. '
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State Committee or of the Oklahoma State Republican Party.
Furthermore, the State Committee must assume total respon-
sibility for full reporting and disclosure under Title 2,
United States Code, and for conformity to the applichble
Title 18 limitations and prohibitions. Specifically, the
State Committee must, in my opinion, take appropriate steps
to insure that no contributions prohibited by Federal law,
1oy including 18 U.S.C. $§610, 611, 613, 614, or 615, are com-
STt mingled with funds that are subsequently used to make . --.
transfers to a Federal candidate. I would also point out
. that the State Committee must not accept contributions in
- excess of the applicable limits in 18 U.S.C. §608(b).-

This letter is to be regarded as an opinion of counsel
which the Commission has noted without objection.

~ Sincerely yours,
! (ep]
foa . Sired: John G, Hurphe,. Jr.

John G. Murphy, Jr.
') General Counsel




